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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

2. Applicants' response to Office action was received on February 13, 2006. 

3. Regarding applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections of claims 2, 9, and 16 
under 35 U.S.C. 102 from the previous Office action, applicant's arguments have been found to 
be persuasive. Therefore, all of those rejections have hereby been withdrawn. However, note 
the new rejection of these claims below in this Office action. 

4. Regarding applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections of claims 3-7, 10-14, and 
17-20 under 35 U.S.C. 103 from the previous Office action, applicant's arguments have been 
found to be persuasive. Therefore, all of those rejections have hereby been withdravm. 
However, note the new rejections of these claims below in this Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. Claim 6 recites the limitation "the responsive action" in the third line of text of the 
claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 
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Whoever invents or discovers any new and usefii! process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

8. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. In order to be patentable, an invention involving a mathematical 
algorithm must produce a useful, concrete, and tangible result. State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. 
Signature Financial Group Inc. , 47 USPQ2d 1596, 1600-1601 (Fed. Cir. 1998). The invention of 
this claim does not produce tangible results, for example, some sort of perceivable 
conmiunication that transmits its determined result to a user. This could be a step producing a 
chart, printout, or computer monitor display; however, there is no such output in this claim. 
Therefore, this claim does not produce tangible results and is not patentable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The foUov^ing is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

10. Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hunter, U.S. 
Patent No. 5,280,531. 

As per Claim 16 , Hunter discloses: 

- a method of operating a data center for processing data associated with mail pieces and 
a plurality of postage metering systems for preparing mail pieces (column 1, lines 51-68; column 
2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, through column 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; data center 
would be wherever the data processing system is located; processes data associated with mail 
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pieces, such as meter identification number; reference's invention can process information 
corresponding to a plurality of meters); 

- obtaining reset data representative of reset activity associated with the plurality of 
postage metering systems (colunm 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, 
through column 4, line 17; colunm 4, lines 26-42; reset data here is in the refill file; reference's 
invention can process information corresponding to a plurality of meters); 

- obtaining empirical data representative of mailing activity associated with the plurality 
of postage metering systems (colunm 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, 
through column 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; empirical data here is in the expenditure file; 
reference's invention can process information corresponding to a plurality of meters); 

- conducting a forensic accounting analysis of the empirical data and the reset data 
associated with a selected postage metering system using a previously defined time period over 
which to conduct the forensic accounting analysis (colunm 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; 
column 3, line 49, through column 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; colunm 4, lines 53-68; 
column 5, lines 1-44; colimm 7, lines 1-7; forensic accounting analysis here is the comparison of 
postage purchased with postage used for the purpose of detecting potential mail fi-aud; empirical 
data here is in the expenditure file; reset data here is in the refill file; threshold may vary as a 
Sanction of time; therefore, time period would need to be previously defined in order to 
determine threshold; analysis may be performed on a predetermined schedule). 



As per Claim 17 , Hunter further discloses initiating responsive action if the forensic 
accounting analysis reveals that the empirical data is not consistent with the reset data for the 
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selected postage metering system (colunm 1, lines 51-68; colunm 2, lines 3-24; column 4, lines 
26-42; column 5, lines 1-44). 

As per Claim 18 , Hunter further discloses wherein the responsive action includes 
conducting an inspection of the selected postage metering system (column 1, lines 51-68; column 
2, lines 3-24; column 4, lines 26-42; column 5, lines 1-44). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
11. Claims 2-4 and 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hunter in view of Moore, U.S. Patent No. 5,917,925. 

As per Claim 2 , Hunter discloses: 

- a mail piece verification system for processing mail pieces, the mail pieces having 
associated therewith respective mail piece data (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; 
system helps verify if mail pieces have valid indicia by detecting postal meter fraud; processes a 
stream of mail pieces; postage amount and meter identification number are mail piece data); 

- the data center including a plurality of account files corresponding to a plurality of 
postage metering systems (colunm 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; colunm 3, line 49, 
through column 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; data center would be wherever the data 
processing system is located; account files include expenditure file and refill file; data center can 
hold information corresponding to a plurality of meters); 

- wherein the data center is for: storing reset data in each of the plurality of account files 
representative of reset activity associated with the plurality of postage metering systems. 
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respectively (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, through colunm 4, 
line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; refill file contains such information; data center can hold 
information corresponding to a plurality of meters; reset data is stored in each of the account files 
that are representative of reset activity associated with the meters; reset data is stored in files that 
correspond to their respective meters); 

- using the respective mail piece data, storing empirical data in each of the plurality of 
account files representative of mailing activity associated with the plurality of postage metering 
systems, respectively (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, through 
column 4, line 17; colunm 4, lines 26-42; expenditure file contains such empirical data; data 
center can hold information corresponding to a plurality of meters; empirical data is stored in 
each of the account files that are representative of mailing activity associated with the meters; 
empirical data is stored in files that correspond to their respective meters); 

- conducting a forensic accounting analysis of the empirical data and the reset data 
associated with a selected postage metering system using a previously defined time period over 
which to conduct the forensic accounting analysis (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; 
column 3, line 49, through column 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; column 4, lines 53-68; 
colunm 5, lines 1-44; colunm 7, lines 1-7; forensic accounting analysis here is the comparison of 
postage purchased with postage used for the purpose of detecting potential mail fi-aud; empirical 
data here is in the expenditure file; reset data here is in the refill file; threshold may vary as a 
function of time; therefore, time period would need to be previously defined in order to 
determine threshold; analysis may be performed on a predetermined schedule). 
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Hunter fails to disclose a data center in operative conununication with a plurality of mail 
processing centers. Moore discloses a data center in operative communication v^th a plurality of 
mail processing centers (column 9, line 59, through column 11, line 19; column 24, line 21, 
through column 25, line 17; data center here would be the location of the control computer; mail 
processing centers here would be the postal inspection stations). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the invention of 
Hunter such that it includes a data center in operative communication with a plurality of mail 
processing centers, as disclosed by Moore. Motivation is provided by Moore in that having a 
data center in operative communication with a plurality of mail processing centers allows for the 
marking and tracking of mail pieces throughout the entire processing and delivery system 
(column 9, line 59, through column 11, line 19; column 24, line 21, through column 25, line 17). 

Hunter fails to disclose receiving respective mail piece data corresponding to the mail 
pieces from the plurality of mail processing centers. Moore discloses receiving respective mail 
piece data corresponding to the mail pieces from the plurality of mail processing centers (column 
9, line 59, through column 1 1, line 19; column 24, line 21, through colunm 25, line 17; mail 
piece data here are scanned indicia; mail processing centers here would be the postal inspection 
stations). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the invention of Hunter as modified above in this rejection such that it 
receives respective mail piece data corresponding to the mail pieces from the plurality of mail 
processing centers, as disclosed by Moore. Motivation is provided by Moore in that receiving 
such mail piece data allows for the marking and tracking of mail pieces throughout the entire 
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processing and delivery system (column 9, line 59, through column 11, line 19; column 24, line 
21, through column 25, line 17). 

As per Claim 3, Hunter further discloses wherein the data center initiates responsive 
action if the forensic accounting analysis reveals that the empirical data is not consistent with the 
reset data for the selected postage metering system (column 1, Unes 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; 
column 4, lines 26-42; column 5, lines 1-44). 

As per Claim 4 , Hunter further discloses wherein the responsive action includes 
conducting an inspection of the selected postage metering system (column 1, lines 51-68; column 
2, lines 3-24; column 4, lines 26-42; column 5, lines 1-44). 

As per Claim 9 , Hunter discloses: 

- a method of operating a mail piece verification system for processing mail pieces, the 
mail pieces having associated therewith respective mail piece data (column 1, lines 51-68; 
column 2, lines 3-24; method helps verify if mail pieces have valid indicia by detecting postal 
meter fraud; processes a stream of mail pieces; postage amount and meter identification number 
are mail piece data); 

- obtaining the respective mail piece data from the mail pieces (column 2, lines 3-24; mail 
piece data here would include meter identification number); 

- maintaining a plurality of account files corresponding to the plurality of postage 
metering systems (column 1, lines 51-68; colunm 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, through 
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column 4, line 17; colunm 4, lines 26-42; account files include expenditure file and refill file; 
reference's invention can hold information corresponding to a plurality of meters); 

- storing reset data in each of the plurality of account files representative of reset activity 
associated with the plurality of postage metering systems, respectively (column 1, lines 51-68; 
column 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, through column 4, line 17; colunm 4, lines 26-42; refill 
file contains such information; reference's invention can hold information corresponding to a 
plurality of meters; reset data is stored in each of the account files that are representative of reset 
activity associated with the meters; reset data is stored in files that correspond to their respective 
meters); 

- using the respective mail piece data, storing empirical data in each of the plurality of 
account files representative of mailing activity associated with the plurality of postage metering 
systems, respectively (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; column 3, line 49, through 
column 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; mail piece data here would include meter identification 
number; mail piece data is used in that meter identification number identifies to what meter the 
mail piece's data pertains; expenditure file contains such empirical data; reference's invention 
can hold information corresponding to a plurality of meters; empirical data is stored in each of 
the account files that are representative of mailing activity associated with the meters; empirical 
data is stored in files that correspond to their respective meters); 

- conducting a forensic accounting analysis of the empirical data and the reset data 
associated with a selected postage metering system using a previously defined time period over 
which to conduct the forensic accounting analysis (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; 
column 3, line 49, through colunm 4, line 17; column 4, lines 26-42; column 4, lines 53-68; 
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column 5, lines 1-44; column 7, lines 1-7; forensic accounting analysis here is the comparison of 
postage purchased with postage used for the purpose of detecting potential mail fraud; empirical 
data here is in the expenditure file; reset data here is in the refill file; threshold may vary as a 
function of time; therefore, time period would need to be previously defined in order to 
determine threshold; analysis may be performed on a predetermined schedule). 

Hunter fails to disclose receiving mail pieces at a plurality of mail processing centers that 
have been prepared by a plurality of postage metering systems. Moore discloses receiving mail 
pieces at a plurality of mail processing centers that have been prepared by a plurality of postage 
metering systems (column 9, line 59, through column 11, line 19; column 24, line 21, through 
column 25, line 17; mail processing centers here would be the postal inspection stations). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to 
modify the invention of Hunter such that it receives mail pieces at a plurality of mail processing 
centers that have been prepared by a plurality of postage metering systems, as disclosed by 
Moore. Motivation is provided by Moore in that receiving such mail pieces at a plurality of mail 
processing centers allows for the marking and tracking of mail pieces throughout the entire 
processing and delivery system (column 9, line 59, through column 11, line 19; column 24, line 
21, through column 25, line 17). 

As per Claim 10 , Hunter further discloses initiating responsive action if the forensic 
accoimting analysis reveals that the empirical data is not consistent with the reset data for the 
selected postage metering system (column 1, lines 51-68; column 2, lines 3-24; colunm 4, lines 
26-42; column 5, lines 1-44). 
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As per Claim 11 , Hunter further discloses wherein the responsive action includes 
conducting an inspection of the selected postage metering system (colunm 1, lines 51-68; colunm 
2, lines 3-24; column 4, lines 26-42; column 5, lines 1-44). 

12. Claims 5-6 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hunter in view of Moore in further view of Fleming, U.S. Patent No. 5,953,710. 

As per Claim 5 , Hunter further discloses wherein the selected postage metering system 
includes an existing serial number (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter further discloses wherein the 
mailpieces contain serial numbers (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter and Moore fail to disclose 
issuing a new identification number to replace an existing identification number and the data 
center providing instructions to the plurality of processing centers to withhold processing of 
items associated with the existing identification number while allowing normal processing of 
items associated with the new identification number. Fleming discloses issuing a new 
identification number to replace an existing identification number and the data center providing 
instructions to the plurality of processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with 
the existing identification number while allowing normal processing of items associated v^th the 
new identification number (column 5, line 63, through column 6, line 5). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
invention of Hunter as modified in the rejection for claim 3 such that it issues a new 
identification number to replace an existing identification number and the data center provides 
instructions to the plurality of processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with 
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the existing identification number while allowing normal processing of items associated with the 
new identification number, as disclosed by Fleming. Motivation is provided in that it was well- 
known in the art at the time of applicant's invention that changing an identification number can 
help prevent fraud associated with the original identification number. 

As per Claim 6 , Hunter further discloses wherein the selected postage metering system 
includes an existing serial number (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter further discloses wherein the 
mailpieces contain serial numbers (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter and Moore fail to disclose 
wherein the responsive action includes issuing a new identification number to replace an existing 
identification number and the data center providing instructions to the plurality of processing 
centers to withhold processing of items associated with the existing identification number while 
allowing normal processing of items associated with the new identification number. Fleming 
discloses wherein the responsive action includes issuing a new identification number to replace 
an existing identification number and the data center providing instructions to the plurality of 
processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with the existing identification 
number while allowing normal processing of items associated with the new identification 
number (column 5, line 63, through column 6, line 5). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the invention of Hunter as 
modified in the rejection for claim 2 such that the responsive action includes issuing a new 
identification number to replace an existing identification number and the data center providing 
instructions to the plurality of processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with 
the existing identification number while allowing normal processing of items associated with the 
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new identification number, as disclosed by Fleming. Motivation is provided in that it was well- 
known in the art at the time of applicant's invention that changing an identification number can 
help prevent fraud associated with the original identification number. 

As per Claim 12 , Hunter further discloses wherein the selected postage metering system 
includes an existing serial number (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter further discloses wherein the 
mailpieces contain serial numbers (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter and Moore fail to disclose 
issuing a new identification number to replace an existing identification number, allowing 
normal processing of items associated with the new identification number, and instructing the 
plurality of processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with the existing 
identification number. Fleming discloses issuing a new identification number to replace an 
existing identification number, allowing normal processing of items associated with the new 
identification number, and instructing the plurality of processing centers to v^thhold processing 
of items associated with the existing identification number (column 5, line 63, through column 6, 
line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the invention of Hunter as modified in the rejection for claim 1 1 such that it 
issues a new identification number to replace an existing identification number, allows normal 
processing of items associated with the new identification number, and instructs the plurality of 
processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with the existing identification 
number, as disclosed by Fleming. Motivation is provided in that it was well-known in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention that changing an identification number can help prevent fraud 
associated vAth the original identification number. 
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As per Claim 13 , Hunter further discloses wherein the selected postage metering system 
includes an existing serial number (colunm 2, lines 3-24). Hunter further discloses wherein the 
mailpieces contain serial numbers (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter and Moore fail to disclose 
issuing a new identification number to replace an existing identification number, allowing 
normal processing of items associated with the new identification number, and instructing the 
plurality of processing centers to withhold processing of items associated with the existing 
identification number. Fleming discloses issuing a new identification number to replace an 
existing identification number, allowing normal processing of items associated with the new 
identification number, and instructing the plurality of processing centers to withhold processing 
of items associated with the existing identification number (column 5, line 63, through column 6, 
line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the invention of Hunter as modified in the rejection for claim 10 such that it 
issues a new identification number to replace an existing identification number, allows normal 
processing of items associated with the new identification number, and instructs the plurality of 
processing centers to v^thhold processing of items associated with the existing identification 
number, as disclosed by Fleming. Motivation is provided in that it was well-known in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention that changing an identification number can help prevent fraud 
associated with the original identification number. 

13. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hunter in 
view of Moore in further view of Berson et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,819,239. 



Application/Control Number: 09/777,592 Page 1 5 

Art Unit: 3628 

As per Claim 7 , Hunter and Moore fail to disclose wherein the responsive action includes 
issuing instructions to increase a sample rate for mail pieces including mail piece data 
corresponding to the selected postage metering system. Berson et al. discloses wherein the 
responsive action includes issuing instructions to increase a sample rate for mail pieces including 
mail piece data corresponding to the selected postage metering system (column 8, line 60, 
through column 9, line 5; colunm 9, line 29, through column 11, line 59; an audit here would 
involve an increased sample rate, a higher level of inspection). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the invention of 
Hunter as modified in the rejection for claim 3 such that the responsive action includes issuing 
instructions to increase a sample rate for mail pieces including mail piece data corresponding to 
the selected postage metering system, as disclosed by Berson et al. Motivation is provided by 
Berson et al. in that performing an audit in response to initial sampling data allows for review of 
a mailer's accounts when there is some indication of a need for such an audit (column 8, line 60, 
through column 9, line 5; column 9, line 29, through column 11, line 59). 

As per Claim 14 . Hunter and Moore fail to disclose increasing a sample rate for mail 
pieces including mail piece data corresponding to the selected postage metering system. Berson 
et al. discloses increasing a sample rate for mail pieces including mail piece data corresponding 
to the selected postage metering system (column 8, line 60, through column 9, line 5; column 9, 
line 29, through column 11, line 59; an audit here would involve an increased sample rate, a 
higher level of inspection). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention to modify the invention of Hunter as modified in the rejection for 
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claim 1 1 such that it increases a sample rate for mail pieces including mail piece data 
corresponding to the selected postage metering system, as disclosed by Berson et al. Motivation 
is provided by Berson et al. in that performing an audit in response to initial sampling data 
allows for review of a mailer's accounts when there is some indication of a need for such an 
audit (colunm 8, line 60, through column 9, line 5; column 9, line 29, through column 11, line 
59). 

14. Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hunter in 
view of Fleming. 

As per Claim 19 , Hunter further discloses wherein the selected postage metering system 
includes an existing serial number (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter further discloses wherein the 
mailpieces contain serial numbers (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter fails to disclose issuing a new 
identification number to replace an existing identification number, providing instructions to 
allow normal processing of items associated with the new identification number, and providing 
instructions to withhold processing of items associated with the existing identification number. 
Fleming discloses issuing a new identification number to replace an existing identification 
number, providing instructions to allow normal processing of items associated with the new 
identification number, and providing instructions to withhold processing of items associated with 
the existing identification number (column 5, line 63, through column 6, line 5). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
invention of Hunter such that it issues a new identification number to replace an existing 
identification number, provides instructions to allow normal processing of items associated with 
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the new identification number, and provides instructions to withhold processing of items 
associated with the existing identification number, as disclosed by Fleming. Motivation is 
provided in that it was well-known in the art at the time of applicant's invention that changing an 
identification number can help prevent fraud associated with the original identification number. 

As per Claim 20 , Hunter further discloses wherein the selected postage metering system 
includes an existing serial number (coiunm 2, lines 3-24). Hunter further discloses wherein the 
mailpieces contain serial numbers (column 2, lines 3-24). Hunter fails to disclose issuing a new 
identification number to replace an existing identification number, providing instructions to 
allow normal processing of items associated with the new identification number, and providing 
instructions to withhold processing of items associated with the existing identification number. 
Fleming discloses issuing a new identification number to replace an existing identification 
number, providing instructions to allow normal processing of items associated with the new 
identification number, and providing instructions to withhold processing of items associated with 
the existing identification number (column 5, line 63, through column 6, line 5). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
invention of Hunter such that it issues a new identification number to replace an existing 
identification number, provides instructions to allow normal processing of items associated with 
the new identification number, and provides instructions to withhold processing of items 
associated with the existing identification number, as disclosed by Fleming. Motivation is 
provided in that it was well-known in the art at the time of applicant's invention that changing an 
identification number can help prevent fraud associated with the original identification number. 
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Conclusion 

15. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular portions of the references as applied to 
the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are 
representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that 
the applicant, in preparing the responses, fiiUy consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier conmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nathan Erb whose telephone number is (571) 272-7606. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays through Fridays, 8:30 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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